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This is in response to the appeal brief filed December 12 th , 2006 appealing from the Office action 
mailed September 21 st , 2006. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings 
which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in 
the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection contained in 
the brief is correct. 

No amendment after final has been filed. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 
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(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6,931,454 TE et al 08-2005 

6,216,141 STRAUB ET AL 04-2001 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 
See final office action mailed September 21 st , 2006 

(10) Response to Argument 
Claim Mapping 



Broadest Claim 1 , 



Limitation 


Art Straub 6,216,141 


ArtTa et al 6,931,454 


A method of distributing a 
document of a user the 

document including at least 
one of textural and graphical 
information, 


a client computer connects to a computer 
network and retrieves a "main" channel 
guide containing a list of content 
providers from which a user can select 
one or more content providers. Based on 
the user's selections, the client computer 
retrieves one or more documents 
associated with a content provider 
selected from the channel guide. The one 
or more documents are then integrated 
into the desktop window on the client 
computer, (column 3 lines 18-26) 


A content provider, such as 
a document nublisher or 
distributor, provides, for 
example, protected content 
to a user, for consumption 
within a trusted user 
environment, (abstract) 


registering document 
distribution services of a 
plurality of document 
distribution providers with a 
document distribution system 
controller, the document 
distribution services 
including at least one of print 
services, electronic mail 
services, and print publishing 
services; 


The AddProvider function adds the 
selected content provider to the user- 
preference storage when the user selects a 
content provider from the channel guide. A 
URL is stored in the channel guide for each 
content provider and allows the client 
computer to connect to a server computer 
associated with the content provider (see 
column 12 lines 10-15). 




receiving a distribution 
request for the document 
from the user at the document 


the user may customize which documents 
are displayed from a selected content 
provider. A user selects a content provider 
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distribution system controller 


and a list of document preferences 
associated with the selected content 
provider are displayed, (see column 3 lines 
27-31). 




compiling a list of 
distribution options for the 
document with the document 
distribution system controller 
based on the document 
distribution services of the 
document distribution 
providers 


i ne user may men seiecx tne desired 
document preferences. Each document 
preference selected results in the display 
of one or more documents related to that 
preference (see column 3 lines 31-35) . 




presenting the list of 
distribution options for the 
document to the user, 


Selecting the options button results in the 
opening of an options window having a 
menu of options the user can select. For 
example, the user can select an option. 
Additionally, the user can select the 
duration that each document or channel is 
displayed. The user can also access a 
cnannei guide ^sometimes reierreo 10 as a 
catalog) that allows the user to select 
channels and documents displayed in the 
viewer 140 In other words, a user can add 
to or delete, from the list of currently 
selected channels in the channel bar, a 
content provider or topic of information. 
(see column 9 lines 9-22). 




wherein the user provides the 
document to the document 
distribution system controller 




a content provider and 
distributor 300 provides 
digital content, such as a 

Hnnimpnt tn ft n^pr <iv<;tpm 

400. The user system 400 
comprises one or more 
system components such as 
hardware components 
and/or various software 
applications (see column 5 
lines 29-33). 



Applicant's argue that the prior arts Straub et al. patent taken alone or in combination 
with Ta et al cannot be considered a user as recited in independent claims 1,9, 10, 19, 26, and 27 
because the one or more content providers of the Straub et al. patent are not presented with nor 
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do they make a selection of distribution options for the document. Alternatively, the actual user 
of the system and method of the Straub et al. patent cannot be considered a user as recited in 
independent claims 1,9, 10, 19, 26, and 27 because the user of the system and method of the 
Straub et al patent is not the party providing the document . According to Applicant the 
Examiner recognizes that the Straub et al. patent M fail[s] to teach wherein the user provides the 
content to the system for distribution." Therefore, Applicants argue that the Ta et al. patent 
provides that " a content provider and distributor 300 provides digital content such as a 
document, to a user system 400 ". As such, the Ta et al. patent provides that during the course of 
use, "the user 400 would request from the content provider 300 one or more documents, such as 
an electronic book, a multimedia file, a presentation, a form template, or the like" whereby upon 
receiving the request, "the content provider and distributor 300 could provide the requested 
content in protected form with a profile identification 10 to the end user 400". Thus, with the 
system of the Ta et al. patent, according to the Applicant the content provider 300 is the entity 
providing the content (i.e., one or more documents) while the user 400 is the entity requesting 
the content from the content provider 300. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant characterization of the prior arts in 
independent claims 1, 9, 10, 19, 26, and 27, applicant disclose a system and method wherein 
among other things the user of the system provides the document to the document distribution 
system. From Examiner perspective, a content distribution system usually comprises a 
distribution entity, a user entity and a content provider entity. Generally the content provider 
provides content to the system and the user request content from the system. In the Applicant 
claims there is only one entity that provide and request content to and from the distribution 
system. Therefore, when the entity/party requests content from the system, it acts as a user and 
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when the same entity/party provides content to the distribution system, it acts like a provider. 
Therefore the user is the same as the provider providing content to the system. It is obvious that 
in Ta et al system, as acknowledged by the Applicant and also it is well know in the art, any 
party attached to a system a user of the system. Therefore, since the Ta et al patent provides that 
"a content provider and distributor 300 provides digital content, such as a document, to system 
400", the content provider of Ta et al's system is a user of the system that provides content to the 
system. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant that the party in Ta et al's patent 
cannot be considered a user as recited in independent claims 1, 9, 10, 19, 26, and 27 because the 
it only provides content to the system. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

Copies of the court or Board decision(s) identified in the Related Appeals and 
Interferences section of this examiner's answer are provided herein. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted, 




Conferees: 



Andrew Fischej 




Vinny Milling 




